new organisation that was required after the restoration of dioceses. As the ensuing developments fully show, ecclesiastical geography in the 12th century aimed to correspond to the political interests of the Kingdom being formed and consolidated at the time. Indeed, "political and religious developments in the regions of León, Galicia and Portugal [...] [were the result of] an activity typical of a land stepping into a new organisation, but needing to define its mechanisms of stability in a very detailed manner".
2 For this reason, based on the disputes that opposed the bishops of Porto and their southern counterparts on the diocesan boundaries, from the first half of the 12th century to mid-13th century, we will seek to understand how these issues can be integrated in the ecclesiastical developments that followed the political process leading to the formation of the national identity.
The study of the quarrels over territorial boundaries implies, first of all, a brief reference to the history of the diocese of Coimbra, restored 30 years earlier than the diocese of Porto.
3 Indeed, soon after the conquest of Coimbra, in 1064, D. Paterno, bishop of Tortosa, was invited to occupy the episcopal chair of that city, which did not occur until 1080. Until his death seven years later, the new bishop carried out a series of activities that aimed at reorganising the ecclesiastical structures of the diocese. 4 However, taking into account the specific geography of the Coimbra region at that time -a Mozarabic area that Afonso VI still struggled to control and reform -it seems that D. Paterno was not very concerned about the definition of the northern boundaries of his diocese, especially since this matter had apparently been solved in earlier times. By that time, the diocese of Coimbra stretched up to the Douro River 5 , and in fact the area south of the river was recognised by local notaries as belonging to it, as proven by the fact that D. Paterno was referred to, for example, as the episcopo […] in Colimbria in documents dated 1081 6 and 1084 7 from the monastery of Pedroso. His successor, D. Crescónio, was also involved in episcopal activity in the region 8 : for example, the dedication of the monastery of Grijó in 1093 was made before him. 9 Moreover, as the bishop of Coimbra (between 1099 and 1109) 10 , D. Maurício Burdino received from Pope Paschal II in 1101 a bull which, among other things, expressly confirmed the possession of the territory from Coimbra to the Douro River: interim a Colimbria usque ad Castrum antiquum, sicut Teodimiri regis temporibus ab episcopis diuisio facta est 11 . Upon taking the chair in Coimbra in 1109 12 , D. Gonçalo Pais was directly involved in another much vaster issue, which probably drew him away from the problems of the northern diocese: indeed, D. Gonçalo became a key ele-9 (Re)founded in 1093 by Soeiro Fromarigues, the monastery of Grijó received on 22nd
May 1128 the charter from D. ment in the conflict opposing the bishops of Braga and Toledo 13 related to the jurisdiction over the dioceses that they regarded as their subordinates.
Until 1113 (the date of the consecration of the first bishop of Porto), the issue of the northern boundaries of the diocese of Coimbra stems from the disputes for metropolitan rights: the bishops of this diocese, which belonged to the Lusitanian province, attended the IV, V, VI and VII Councils of Toledo (in 633, 636, 638 and 646), as well as the XIV, XV and XVI Councils (in 684, 688 and 693, respectively), which immediately points us to the fact that the boundaries of the province extended to the Douro River.
14 However, the Divisio Teodomiri of 561-572 included the diocese of Coimbra in the province of Galecia 15 , meaning that the southern boundaries of the diocese were further south of that river. In other words, in strictly ecclesiastic terms, the jurisdiction over the strip of land on the south bank of the Douro River goes beyond the mere boundaries of the diocese, since it meant much more than the boundaries of the metropolis. From a political standpoint, all circumstances had changed, especially when Alfonso VI of León and Castile brought under the same authority (of Henry of Burgundy) the Portucalense and Coimbra counties, to which he added Santarém, expediting the relationship between both territories, and diluting the 'barrier embodied by the Douro River for centuries' 16 . In fact, when Paschal II handed to the archbishop of Braga, S. Geraldo, the pallium and its privileges in 1103, he included Coimbra (and the 'satellite' bishoprics of Viseu and Lamego) in the suffragan dioceses of that archbishop 17 , which was located in the old Lusitanian province and, for that reason, traditionally depended on Mérida. The metropolis of Braga was restored, including the control over the dioceses of Galicia and the Portucalense county, except Santiago de Compostela which had been exempted by Pope Urban II in 1095. Ibid., p. 123. We have not addressed the authenticity of the Divisio. The fact is that between 561 and 572 the peninsular Church was reorganized: as the Galicia province was too extensive, it was divided into two territories (one more to the North and another to the South). When the Swabian kingdom ended, the Divisio was no longer used, especially because it did not contain regulations on discipline or other ecclesiastic provisions. When the bishops of Lamego became interested in retaining a jurisdiction over a territory greater than their diocese in 1071, they recovered the document. Seeing that Coimbra had been suffragan to Mérida, in the 1120s, D. Bernardo (1086-1124) hoped it would also be suffragan to Toledo, which is why D. Gonçalo of Coimbra swore obedience to him 18 , raising considerable reactions from D. Maurício, who was, by then, the archbishop of Braga. In response, in 1114, Paschal II forced D. Gonçalo to pledge obedience to the bishop of Braga within 40 days.
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But it had not yet been decided to which metropolis Coimbra belonged: in the synod of Burgos in 1117, Cardinal-Legate Boso, by declaring that Coimbra was suffragan to the province of Mérida 20 -thus contradicting previous pontifical orders 21 , and adopting the Visigoth ecclesiastical division mentioned above -, confirmed that the diocese depended on Toledo and not Braga. This decision had important implications if we take into account subsequent developments of ecclesiastical politics in the North of the Peninsula: in 1120, Diego Gelmires of Compostela succeeded in obtaining metropolitan dignity, along with the rights of Mérida, and so Coimbra would henceforth be subject to the diocese of Galicia. A lengthy dispute then began between the archbishops of Braga and Compostela 22 , which was also influenced by political interests (this change was a major obstacle to the ecclesiastical unification of the Portucalense territory and to the nascent kingdom of Portugal). Whereas Braga was not in the least interested in losing the jurisdiction it claimed to have had at the time of the Suevi -Divisio Teodomiri (561-572) -, Compostela was committed to exercising effective control over Coimbra (a diocese already restored in its province), thereby increasing the area of influence of Diego Gelmires, in a manner less dependent on personal relationships, as in the relationship with the diocese of Porto since its chair had been occupied in 1113. Indeed, the first bishop of Porto had been chosen within the circle of the archbishop of Compostela. When D. Hugo received the chair of Porto, he sought immediately to recover the diocesan rights that had unduly escaped the episcopal jurisdiction (which meant building good relationships with monasteries within the diocese), but also expand the boundaries of the diocese to the North and South. Obviously, owing to the actual extent of the area under discussion, and also because of jurisdictional consequences, the bishop of Porto did not want to relinquish the diocese's holdings south of the Douro River. It was imperative, therefore, to identify the 'terminos antiquos', that is, the boundaries of the diocese before the Muslim invasion, even though they all seemed clearly defined, including in papal documents. For this reason, only a policy previously drawn up by Diego Gelmires, to which D. Hugo was certainly associated, seems to explain the fact that as early as 1114, following the synod convened by the former and held in Compostela in November of that year, the attending bishops 23 , after having signed a pact ('pacto de irmandade'), suggested that D. Gonçalo of Coimbra should solve the problems related to the boundaries between his diocese and that of Porto 24 . This fact would have certainly pleased the archbishop of Toledo, as holder of the jurisdiction over the province of Mérida, not yet restored.
The bishops' suggestion was immediately implemented (albeit conditionally, because they said that if D. Gonçalo did not join the 'brotherhood' he should return the 'votos' to the archbishop of Braga, and the property he owned in that territory to the bishop of Porto 25 ): on 30th December, the two bishops established the terms of the agreement that has survived to this day in two versions (in the Livro Preto of the Cathedral of Coimbra, and the other in the Censual of the Cathedral Chapter of Porto 26 ), but with significant differences: whereas in the Coimbra codex, D. Gonçalo promised not to interfere in the region north of the Douro River (trans Dorium) and D. Os territórios diocesanos (see n. 1), p. 37. According to the author, this was the document that always underpinned the boundary issues that kept on surfacing.
could have a narrow strip of land that included the church of Olival and the monastery of Crestuma, again donated by D. Teresa in 1118 42 . As soon as he could, D. Hugo sought to confirm and, if possible, expand his domain south of the Douro. The opportunity came in 1120 when he travelled to Cluny at the service of Diego Gelmires 43 : in that year, Calixtus II confirmed the 1115 papal bull 44 , which, in practice, meant that the 1118 agreement signed with Cardinal Boso would cease to apply. D. Hugo would not hand over to Coimbra the territory mentioned in the 1118 agreement, also because the recent papal decision (from 1120) so permitted.
The collaboration between D. Hugo and Diego Gelmires led to an intercession before D. Teresa, who in that same year (1120) granted the cautum of Porto to D. Hugo, giving him full legal powers over the town.
45 D. Hugo continued to administer the region south of the Douro: that's why D. Teresa gave the monastery of Grijó in 1128 the 'carta de couto', before the bishop of Porto (and there is no reference in the diploma to D. Bernardo of Coimbra).
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In August 1121, however, Cardinal-Legate Boso summoned a new council to be held in Sahagún. As we have seen, the boundaries of the diocese of Porto had still not been settled. Therefore, the papal legate confirming the decision made at the council of Burgos (in 1118) made the bishops of Porto and Coimbra sign a new agreement 47 , whereby the bishop of Coimbra would administer the land between the Douro and Tejo rivers, and was to not bother D. Hugo from the Douro River up to the diocese of Tui 48 . 50 . This does not mean that this bishop had clearly determined that the diocese of Porto extended south of the Douro River, not least because the exemption document expressly refers to cum terra de Sancta Maria colimbriane diocesis esset. This was the assumption on which in 1132 51 , bishop Bernardo of Coimbra had granted a similar privilege to that monastery. Though it can be understood as an attempt to implement the Gregorian reform in the region, this attitude meant nevertheless the reaffirmation of the jurisdiction of the bishop of Coimbra in a land disputed by both him and the bishops of Porto. 52 The fact that serious differences opened up between the bishop of Coimbra and the canons regular of Grijó would have explained why D. João Peculiar interfered in the matter, and the decision to exempt this monastery from any episcopal jurisdiction. The document subscribed by Johannes, prefatus episcopus et postea bracarensis archiepiscopus factus is a later copy (of [1139] [1140] , since it was confirmed by the archdeacon of Braga, Pedro Roxo, who at the time was the chancellor of Prince D. Afonso 53 ). It was also done in the presence of D. Afonso Henriques and some Porto canons, which may mean that, more than knowing the boundaries of the territory, the political powers were interested in considering that the diocese of Coimbra belonged to the province of Braga, clearly harmonising civil and ecclesiastical boundaries of the 'Portuguese' region.
When D. João Peculiar took charge of the diocese of Braga in 1138, he was replaced by D. Pedro Rabaldes, his relative (who, however, in 1140 was still referred to as electus 54 ), who pledged him obedience. Knowing that the still bishop of Coimbra (Bernardo) had been chosen by D. Afonso Henriques and D. Paio Mendes, and given what we have just said, the donation and its respective 'carta de couto' made by D. Afonso Henriques to the bishop of Porto 55 , of S. João de Ver monastery 56 , i. e., of an institution that lay precisely within Coimbra territory, is perfectly understandable. In this sense, it would confirm that the problems of the boundaries between these two dioceses -that is, within the county -did not concern the young king, since they did not clash against his own political interests, unlike the matter of ecclesiastical provinces. In other words, more than knowing that a specific region belonged to the ecclesiastical jurisdiction of this or that diocese, D. Afonso Henriques was interested in having his territory united under a single ecclesiastical authority. This was a purely ecclesiastical issue that mattered only to the bishops who wished to retain their jurisdiction over a specific area. Since the bishops supported D. Afonso Henriques in the development of the León issue, any solution to the problem of boundaries would serve the political powers. This is why in 1143, during a visit by the legate Guido, a new sentence was promulgated on the matter. 57 The bishops of Coimbra tried to confirm the Burgos agreement, and in 1198 58 and 1245 59 succeeded in obtaining two bulls ordering the return of territories they felt had been usurped by Porto. The diplomas, however, failed because in 1253 the bishop of Porto, D. Julião Fernandes, obtained the confirmation of Paschal II's bull dated 1115. 60 Hence, in an early phase, when analysing both quarrels over the boundaries spearheaded by the bishops of Porto and Coimbra, they have to be brought under the 'vaster complex of tensions in which Maurício Burdino became involved to defend his metropolitan rights against the intentions of Bernardo of Toledo and the ambitions of Diego Gelmires' 63 . However, from the moment that political circumstances in the northwest of the peninsula changed, and the Portucalense county confirmed its willingness to become a kingdom, the disputes of the two dioceses -Porto and Coimbra -went beyond the 'regional' scope to have a broader meaning. On the one hand, there was the need to make the 'national Church' correspond geographically to the lands of the former metropolis of Braga and, on the other, the need to deal with the construction or reorganisation of the area of the archbishop of Santiago. 64 In this regard, D. Paio Mendes had inherited from his predecessor (D. Maurício) a metropolis that no longer corresponded to a Portuguese Church: the diocese of Coimbra had moved into the hands of Santiago. Consequently, the 'terminos antiquos' were continuously evoked, while the quarrel on the boundaries lasted, to support the ecclesiastical geography they wished to restore.
Since the papal privileges granted were an important framework of reference for the aspirations of autonomy, diplomatic arrangements parallel to the reorganisation of diocesan territories, carried out by D. Paio Mendes, but especially by D. João Peculiar, clearly supported the political activity of D. Afonso Henriques, in the same way that D. Hugo's attitudes served the aspirations of Diego Gelmires, whilst the attitudes of D. Gonçalo, at a particular moment, served the aspirations of the archbishop of Toledo. The role of D. Afonso Henriques in this relationship between the two heads of the dioceses in his territory is not quite clear, but we are convinced that he was not indifferent to the developments, not least because he belonged to a 'line of kings [...] whose power would be characterised by continuous interference in ecclesiastical matters' 65 . On the other hand, it seems relevant to question to what extent his most direct collaborators (meaning, the archbishops of Braga) took full advantage of the history of the Swabian kingdom, integrating, from an ecclesiastical standpoint, the four dioceses south of the Douro River, and from a civil standpoint, a much vaster area than the one that the prince now controlled. This is why it was important to reorganise the diocesan territories, and in particular establish their boundaries, which, as we have seen, is found to have a much broader scope than the ecclesiastic. 
Summary
Taken as a whole, the border quarrels between the prelates of Porto and Coimbra in their first phase are to be integrated into the much broader context of those tensions the archbishop of Braga found himself involved in by defending his metropolitan rights against the pretensions of D. Bernardo of Toledo and D. Diego Gelmires of Santiago. However, since the moment in which the Portucalense county was about to become a kingdom of its own, the differences between those two bishoprics, Porto and Coimbra, passed the ‚regional' ambit, due to the need of making coincide a ‚national Church' with the territory of the former metropolis of Braga, and on the other hand, to that of making head against the construction or reorganization of ecclesiastical space by the archbishop of Santiago. Papal privileges being an important reference framework for autonomy pretensions, the diplomatic activities parallel to the reorganization of diocesan territories and displayed by the archbishops of Braga (especially D. João Peculiar) resulted in an evident support of the political activity of D. Afonso Henriques, as well as the stances taken up by D. Hugo of Porto ministered to the pretensions of D. Diego Gelmires, and those of D. Gonçalo of Coimbra, in a particular moment, to those of the Toledan primate.
